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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 1 33). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

2a)Q This action is FINAL. 2b)|EI This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11 , 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-46 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) [3 Claim(s) 1-46 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim (s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

1 0) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1) D The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)D approved b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

13) £3 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)KlAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .[3 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

20 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3.D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121. 
Attachment(s) 

1 ) S Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s). . 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) 5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

3) ^ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) 5 . 6) □ Other: 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office ' ' — ~ — ; 

PTO-326 (Rev. 04-01 ) Office Action Summary Part of Paper No. 7 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 1 50 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

2. The abstract of the disclosure is objected to because it should be limited to a 
single paragraph. Correction is required. See MPEP § 608.01(b). 

3. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 



Claim Objections 

4. Claim 17 is objected to because of the following informalities: claim 17 recites 
"said predictable data" in line 3; however, "said predictable data" has no antecedent 
basis. Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Claim 1 5 is objected to because of the following informalities: " the quantity of 
data" and "compression method as briefly disclosed above" have no antecedent basis. 
Claims 1-14 correspond to claims 26-39; and claims 40-41 are dependent from claims 



Page 3 
Appropriate 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 1-3, 12, 17-21 , 26-28, 37, and 42-43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Moll (5,600,316). 

Regarding claims 1 and 26, Moll discloses a method of compressing a digital 
format (col. 3, lines 1-13) in which information (col. 3, lines 41-46) representing a 
physical quantity is accompanied by predictable data (col. 4, lines 15-27) and whose 
value is independent of that of the information representing a physical quantity, 
characterized in that it includes an operation of reducing the number of said predictable 
data (col. 4, lines 15-27), the data and information representing a physical quantity 
resulting from this reduction operation being capable of allowing the reconstitution of 
predictable data accompanying the information representing a physical quantity, in 
accordance with the digital format (col. 5, line 45 - col. 6, line 12). 

Regarding claims 2 and 27, Moll discloses a step of removing predictable data 
(col. 4, lines 15-27); and a step of inserting so-called substitution data, whose number is 
less than the number of data removed during the removal step (col. 4, lines 45-53). 
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26-28. Were claims 15-16 intended to be dependent from claims 1-3? 
correction is required. 
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Regarding claims 3 and 28, Moll discloses that the digital format includes 
successive repetitions of data and/or iterative series of data, characterized in that during 
the removal operation, at least two data items (by definition a repetition must contain 
two data items: the initial data item and the repetition of the initial data item) of the 
repetitions or the series are removed (col. 4, lines 15-27); and during the insertion 
operation, at least one data item of the repetitions or the series is inserted, in a header 
relating to all the information to be transmitted (457, fig. 4). 

Regarding claims 12 (as dependent to any one of claims 1-3) and 37 (as 
dependent to any one of claims 26-28), Moll discloses that that an operation of 
recording, on a data medium, data resulting from the reduction operation (col. 3, lines 1- 
32). 

Regarding claim 17, Moll discloses an operation of reducing the number of 
predictable (col. 4, line 15-27), the data and information (col. 3, lines 41-46) 
representing a physical quantity resulting from this reduction operation being able to 
allow the reconstitution of predictable data accompanying the information representing a 
physical quantity, in accordance with the digital format (col. 5, line 45 - col. 6, line 12); 
an operation of receiving the information and the predictable data resulting from the 
reduction operation (220, fig. 2); an operation of reconstituting predictable data in 
accordance with the digital format, the reconstituted predictable data representing the 
received data and being independent of the information and greater in number than the 
number of data items received (col. 5, line 45 - col. 6, line 12); and an operation of 
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organizing the reconstituted predictable data and the information, in accordance with 
the digital format (243-244, fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 18 and 43, Moll discloses the operation of reducing, 
reconstituting, and organizing the predictable data, as discussed in the art rejection of 
claim 17 (please refer to the art rejection of claim 17). Moll also discloses an operation 
of recording predictable data and information representing a physical quantity resulting 
from this reduction operation, on a recording medium (col. 3, lines 21-32); and an 
operation of reading the information and the data resulting from the reduction operation, 
on the recording medium (col. 5, lines 57-60). 

Regarding claim 19, Moll is considered to include an operation of determining the 
reduction mode, during which at least one of the data items and/or information items to 
be transmitted is taken into account in order to determine a reduction mode in that, 
during the reduction operation, the reduction mode determined during the reduction 
mode determination operation is used (col. 3, lines 1-13). Moll determines a reduction 
mode (i.e. repetition, partial repetition, and near repetition), wherein the data and/or 
information is taken into account by looking for different types of repetition (col. 4, lines 
15-27), and the determined reduction mode is used (col. 7, lines 10-18). 

Regarding claim 20, Moll discloses that the reduction operation includes at least 
one data item representing a reduction mode used during the operation of reducing the 
predictable data and/or the transmitted data (col. 7, lines 10-18). The mask (465) 
indicates if the partial repetition or near repetition mode was used; or if the repetition 
mode was used. 
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Regarding claims 21 and 42, Moll discloses an operation reading at least part of 
the received data (col. 5, lines 57-60); an operation of determining predictable data 
(457, fig. 4) representing the received data and whose value is independent of that of 
the information (468), the predictable data being greater in number than the number of 
received data (i.e. because the data 457-466 is the received data, but the received data 
represent a repeated pattern that is generated during reproduction); and an operation of 
organizing the predictable data and the information, the organization being in 
accordance with the digital format and causing the predictable data and the information 
to alternate (fig. 4). The predictable data (457-466) and the information (468) does not 
have to alternate; however, there is no suggestion by Moll that the predictable data and 
the information cannot alternate. Therefore, the examiner believes that Moll meets the 
limitations of the claim, since the claim does not recite that the predictable data and the 
information always alternates. 

Regarding claim 25, Moll discloses an operation of determining data intended to 
accompany information (248, col. 5, line 45 - col. 6, line 12), data whose value is 
independent of that of the information (fig. 4); an operation of sending or storing the 
information and the data (col. 3, lines 1-13); and operation of receiving or reading the 
information, accompanied by the data (col. 5, lines 57-60); and operation of determining 
predictable data representing received data and whose value is independent of that of 
the information (col. 5, line 45 - col. 6, line 12), the predictable data being greater in 
number that the number of received data (i.e. because the data 457-466 is the received 
data, but the received data represent a repeated pattern that is generated during 
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reproduction); and a operation of organizing the predictable data and the information, 
the organization being in accordance with the digital format alternating predictable data 
and information (as discussed above). 

8. Claims 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Kim (5,473,377). 

Kim discloses an operation estimating the need to reduce or compress a quantity 
of data and information (col. 1, lines 15-28 and col. 4, lines 50-59); and when the 
reduction or compression is necessary, the operation is performed (fig. 1 , col. 4, line 1 - 
col. 5, line 40). Kim estimates the need to reduce or compress based on the buffer 
fullness, and performs compression accordingly. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 4-5 and 29-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moll. 

Regarding claims 4-5 (dependent from claims 2 or 3) and 29-30 (dependent from 
claims 27 or 28), Moll discloses eliminating repetition in digital data (col. 3, lines 1-47), 
wherein the data can be any type of data. It is well known in the art that video, audio, 
and computer data often use identifiers or headers (considered to be reserved data) in 
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various digital formats. Since Moll eliminates repetition in any part of the data (note: no 
part of the disclosure of Moll suggest that headers or the like are excluded from the 
repetition elimination operation) it is possible that identifiers (or reserved data) may be 
removed during the removal operation. 

It would have been highly desirable to have headers or identifiers in digital data 
so that the routing of data can be performed easily. For example, in the case that a 
digital format has audio and video data, it is likely that headers or identifiers will be used 
to route the audio and video to the proper decoders. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to have identifiers (or reserved data), which would result in the 
removal of the identifiers if the identifiers have repetitive data, in the device of Moll. 

Regarding claims 6 and 31, Moll discloses that during the operation of inserting 
substitution data, and identifier for at least one of the parts of the set of data is inserted 
(fig- 4). 

11. Claims 7,13, 22, 32, 38, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Moll in view of Kuroda et al (6,501 ,904). 

Regarding claims 7 and 32, Moll discloses performing the operation on digital 
(col. 3, lines 1-13) audio and/or video (col. 3, lines 41-46). However, Moll does not 
disclose a DV format or reading a DIF format. 

Kuroda et al teaches a DV format (col. 8, lines 45-56) and a DIF format (fig. 10). 
It would have been obvious to use a DV format or DIF format since they are digital 
audio/video formats. 
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It would have been highly desirable to use a DV format or a DIF format since 
they are commonly used for VCRs and camcorders (col. 4, lines 45-56), thereby 
allowing the reduction to be performed before recording to a videotape. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to use a DV format or a DIF format in the device of Moll. 

Regarding claims 22 and 44, Moll discloses determining predictable data and 
organizing the predictable data, as discussed previously. However, Moll does not 
disclose marking the information in the frames, and marking the structural data in the 
frames. 

Kuroda et al teaches marking the information in the frames (i.e. headers, fig. 12); 
and marking the structural data in the frames (i.e. subcode, VAUX, audio & video, fig. 
10). 

It would have been highly desirable to mark the information in the frames and 
mark the structural data in the frames so that the data is in a DV format allowing the 
separating of data into different types during reproduction. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to mark information in the frames and the structural data in the 
device of Moll. 

12. Claims 8-9 and 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moll in view of Lebizay et al (6,144,658). 
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Regarding claims 8-9 and 33-34, Moll discloses performing the operation on 
transmitted data (col. 3, lines 1-13). However, Moll does not disclose a wireless 
transmission channel or a wireless communication protocol. 

Lebizay et al teaches a wireless transmission channel or wireless communication 
protocol (col. 1 , lines 44-47) removing repetitive data (col. 4). 

It would have been highly desirable to perform the removal operation on a 
wireless transmission channel or wireless communication protocol so that predictable 
data is removed (note: Lebizay et al only removes idle packets col. 4, lines 16-51). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to perform the reduction operation on a wireless transmission 
channel or a wireless communication protocol in the device of Moll. 
13. Claims 10-11 and 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Moll in view of El-Gohary et al (4,456,956). 

Regarding claims 10-1 1 and 35-36, Moll discloses performing the operation on 
transmitted data (col. 3, lines 1-13). However, Moll does not disclose a radio 
transmission channel or a optical transmission channel. 

El-Gohary et al teaches a radio transmission channel or a optical transmission 
channel (col. 9, lines 45-56). Since these are types of transmission channels it would 
have been obvious to perform the reduction operation on them. 

It would have been highly desirable to perform the removal operation on a radio 
transmission channel or a optical transmission channel so that predictable data is 
removed (col. 3, lines 1-13 of Moll).. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to perform the reduction operation on a radio transmission 
channel or a optical transmission channel in the device of Moll. 

14. Claims 14 and 39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moll in view of Yanagihara et al (6,172,989). 

Regarding claims 14 and 39, Moll discloses performing the operation on 
transmitted data (col. 3, lines 1-13). However, Moll does not disclose a IEEE 1394 bus. 

Yanagihara et al teaches a IEEE 1394 bus (abstract). Since a IEEE 1394 bus is 
a types of transmission channel it would have been obvious to perform the reduction 
operation. 

It would have been highly desirable to perform the removal operation on data in a 
IEEE 1394 bus so that predictable data is removed (col. 3, lines 1-13 of Moll). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to perform the reduction operation on data in a IEEE 1394 bus 
in the device of Moll. 

15. Claims 23 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moll in view of Kuroda et al in view of Lebizay. 

Regarding claims 23 and 45, Moll discloses performing the operation on 
transmitted data (col. 3, lines 1-13). However, Moll does not disclose a wireless 
transmission channel or a wireless communication protocol. 

Lebizay et al teaches a wireless transmission channel or wireless communication 
protocol (col. 1 , lines 44-47) removing repetitive data (col. 4). 
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It would have been highly desirable to perform the removal operation on a 
wireless transmission channel or wireless communication protocol so that predictable 
data is removed (note: Lebizay et al only removes idle packets col. 4, lines 16-51). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to perform the reduction operation on a wireless transmission 
channel or a wireless communication protocol in the device of Moll. 

16. Claims 24 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Moll in view of Kuroda et al and Yanagihara et al. 

Regarding claims 24 and 46, Moll discloses performing the operation on 
transmitted or stored data (col. 3, lines 1-13). However, Moll does not disclose a 
protocol for transmitting or storing digital images. 

Yanagihara et al teaches a protocol for transmitting or storing digital images 
(abstract). Since a IEEE 1394 bus is a types of transmission channel (i.e. to a recording 
device or the like) it would have been obvious to perform the reduction operation. 

It would have been highly desirable to perform the removal operation on data in a 
IEEE 1394 bus so that predictable data is removed (col. 3, lines 1-13 of Moll). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to perform the reduction operation on data in a IEEE 1394 bus 
in the device of Moll. 

17. Claims 40-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Moll in view of Kim. 



* 




Application/Control Number: 09/436,990 



Page 13 



Art Unit: 2615 

Regarding claims 40 and 41 , Moll does not disclose estimating the need for 
reduction in the quantity (or compression) of data and information; and performing the 
compression or reduction when it is considered necessary. 

As discussed previously in the art rejection of claims 15-16, Kim discloses 
estimating the need for reduction in the quantity of data and information i.e. setting the 
quantization rate based on buffer fullness. It would have been obvious to perform the 
estimation in the device of Moll since the device of Moll reduces any type of digital data. 

It would have been highly desirable to estimate the need for reduction so that 
MPEG type of digital data can be reduced by the device of Moll. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to estimate the need for reduction in the device of Moll. 



18. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Goldberg et al disclose reducing data (fig. 6); Higashida 
discloses DIF blocks; and Crochet et al discloses an optical transmission channel. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Polin Chieu whose telephone number is (703) 308-6070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 AM-6:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew B. Christensen can be reached on (703) 308-9644. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 



Conclusion 



* • 
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872-9314 for regular communications and (703) 872-9314 for After Final 
communications. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 
Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 
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